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Figure 4-1
A Comparison between River Flow Velocity and Maximum Sediment
PCB Inventory by River Milein the Thompson Island Pool
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at Confirmatory Sampling Sites




120
100 | .
L ]
z
o
c
]
k5]
=
N
T
X
o
o
Te}
0 I T T ‘
-2 0 2 4 6 8
Mean Grain Size (phi)
120
L ]
100
L ]
[ ) L
b
=)
ey
o
°
(0]
=
N
T
=
o
o
—
0 T I i :
-2 0 2 4 6 8
Mean Grain Size (phi)
Note:
a phi= log[grain-size (mm)]
log 2

Source: Phase 2 Side-Scan Sonar Images; TAM S/Gradient Database

Figure 4-4
Calibration Plots of DN vs. Grain-Size
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Figure 4-5
Three-Dimensional Correlation Plot of Digital
Number vs Grain Size
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Figure 4-9

Variogram of Natural Log of PCB Mass
Thompson Island Pool, 1984 Sediment Survey
Subreaches 1 and 2, Isotropic Variogram
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Figure 4-10
Variogram of Natural Log of PCB Mass
Thompson Island Pool, 1984 Sediment Survey
Subreach 3, Major Axis N 35 W
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Figure 4-11
Variogram of Natural Log of PCB Mass

Thompson Island Pool, 1984 Sediment Survey
Subreach 4, Major Axis N 10 W
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Figure 4-12

Variogram of Natural Log of PCB Mass
Thompson Island Pool, 1984 Sediment Survey
Subreach 5, Isotropic Variogram
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Typical Arrangement of the Point Estimates
Used in Generating Block Kriging Values
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Figure 4-14
Variogram of Natural Log of Surface PCB Concentration
GC/MS Screening Data
Thompson Island Pool, 1984 Sediment Survey
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Figure 4-15
Variogram of Natural Log of Surface PCB Concentration
GC/ECD Analytical Data
Thompson Island Pool, 1984 Sediment Survey
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Figure 4-16
Variogram of Natural Log of Surface PCB Concentration
Cross-Variogram between GC/ECD and GC/MS Data
Thompson Island Pool, 1984 Sediment Survey
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Locations of Potential Chlorine Sites on a PCB Molecule
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Figure 4-18

Congener Content of Four Aroclor Mixtures
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Results of All Freshwater Post-1954 High Resolution Sediment Samples
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Figure 4-23

Molar Dechlorination Product Ratio vs. Total PCB Concentration

with Depth (Age) in Core 18 at River Mile 185.8
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Figure 4-27a

Molar Dechlorination Product Ratio vs. Depth in
Post-1954 Sediments from the Hudson River
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Figure 4-30
A Comparison of the Net Thompson Island Pool Contribution to the Water Column
with the Sediments of the Upper Hudson
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Figure4-31
Relationship Between Phase 2 Hudson River Water Column Samples and the Sediment Regression Line -
Molar Dechlorination Product Ratio vs. Change in Molecular Weight
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Figure 4-34
A Comparison Among Various Water Column and Sediment Samples
on a Homologue Basis
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Figure 4-35
Comparison Between Various Water Column and Estimated Porewater
Distributions on a Homologue Basis
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